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5099-101 GENERAL SERVICES ADMINIST ATION 

Hi Shawn, 

I work with David McConaughy here at NEHC. We have been working on comments to give you 
on the ATSDR reporL and here they are. We would have had them to you sooner, but we didn't get 
the information from A TSDR until late yesterday afternoon about their lead modeling. We hope thi5 

delay ha5r\'t caused you much inconvenience. 

I also wanted to let you know that we would be glad to review any of the health and safety plans for 
your remediation work. Please let me or David know if this would be a. useful service to you. 

I will be in my office until 5:30 today and David will be in MOI'lday morl"ling if you have any 

questions/comments. 

The final version of this will be mailed to you next week. 

Have a great weekend! 

From ,he desk of... 

Mary Ann Simmons 
Industrial Hygienist 

Nilvy Enllironm~ntll Heald, Center 
2S 10 Walmer Avenue 

NOlfolk, VA 2lS 13·2"7 
757/363-5556 

Fall.: 757/444-7261 
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G~n~r,,1 Comment:s: 
i 

MEDICAl .. REVIEW OF 
NAVAL SUIU'ACE WARFAltE CENTElt 

INDIAN HEAD DIVISION 
SITE SUMMARY 

CHARLES COUNTY, MAllYLAND 

I. The draft documenl entilled "Naval Surface Worfare Center, Indian Head Divi!;ion, Sile 
Summar),. Chbl'lcs County. Mm'ylund." duted Fobl'ual'Y 1997 was pa'ov;ded (:0 I'.he Nav)' 
Environmental Health Cenler for review 011 2S Fehruary 1997. The report wali l,repal'ed for the 
Naval SUl'face Warfare Centel', Indian Head Division, by flle Agency fol' Toxic SubsulIlces and 
Djsease Registry (A ,'SDlt), 

2, In general. we think that, ATSDR has developed II sood public heahh assessment tbat fairly 
addrcsses the issues of conce\'ll. Howevcl', if this document i5 released fOl' public comment, we 
recommcnd that an executive summar), be prcparcd utilizing good risk coml11unication mcthods. 

Review Commellts alld RecolUmendatiolls: 

J, Pagc 4, "Discus!\jon" 

COlDplQ.Dt: The first sentence of I,he first fuJI paragraph SI.ul.es. ", .• no cUl'rent blood lead 
data are available for thesc children," 

RecoIDmendution: We recommend that ATSDR change this statement to notel:hut the 
blood lead testing is taking place. bUllhat'the data were not available to ATSDR during their sJte 
visit. 

2. Pages 5 and 6, "Recon1mendat:ions" 

Comments: 

a. The first, recommendation that ATSDR makes is t.o, "Bstabltsh a structured voluntal'Y 
blood lead sCl'cening program. ,," The first bullet under this n:commcndation Sil)'S tha.t the 
program should focus on children up to G yellrs of age and thal a goal or 100% partlclpat.ion 
should be established, This same recommendation WtlS also made in the document's 
introduction, 

b, The t.ext: on page 5 stales that the lead sCl'ecnin, program ~houJd focus on chiJdrcn up 
La 6 years of l:Sie. However. lhe calculations ill A}>)>1.:ndix A, "Applicat.ion of the algoritllll1 
relating to concentration soil potential increases jn bJood lead levels of the NSWC-IHDIV soil 
data set," werc based on childrcn 5 YC81'S of age and under. 

Enclosure (1) 
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c, The text states, on page 6, that NSWC-IHDIV should determine if tJle potential exists 
for tracking occupatiorlally-derived lead dusts from the wOl'kplace to the residential selling. 
Work sites. ill which employees are overexposed (.0 lend, are required lO comply with the 
Occupational SafelY and Health Administration' s regulation, 29 CFR J 91 O. J 025, "Lead." This 
requires, among other things, employer~ to inform employees about the hazard of lead, provide 
el'1'1ployecs with disposable 01' washable clothing to wear while wurking with lead (employers are 
l'equired to hilve thc washablc clothillg laundered), and that employccs shower before leaving the 
workplace to pnwent outside contamination with lead. 

Recommendlltions: 

Ii. Consult with your medical clinic personnel and provide ATSDR with 8 copy of your 
command polic)' on lead screening. Also provide ATSDR with a copy of tile Depnrtment of the 
Navy, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery's Inst\'ucUon 6200. J4, dated 6 Jul)' 1994, entitled 
'''Pediatric Lead Poisoning l:'I'evenUOIl Screening Plan." This instruction provides a pediatric lead 
poisoning prevcntion scrcening plan. which to the bCl\t of our knowledge. js cUl'l'cntly in place at 
NSWC·niDIV. After this information IS provided, request that ATSDR revise comments 
pertaining to the "establishment" of the pediatric lead screening program. Also request t.hat. 
ATSDR clear)y not.e ('hat. While our goal is 100 percent purticipation, rhe progl'am is slrictly 
voluntary and the Navy cannot families 1.0 participate. 

b. The discrepancy ill the text concemillS the age of children at risk should be clarjfied. 

c. The NSWC-IHDIV should verify that. II. lead control program is 'in place to protect 
employees overexposed LO lead as required by 29 CPR 1910.1025. A copy of your lead control 
policy and comments should be forwarded to ATSDR. If 11. lead contl'oll'l'ogram is in place, 
I~quest thal ATSDR remove the lSt:atem~llt conccl'lling the "potenllallracking of occupationally
del'ivcd dust·. frolllthc workplace to the residential seu:ing." 

3. Page 8, "Past. Exposure to Mercury in Buildings )01 and 102" 

Comment: The text states Oil page 8, that "ATSDR needs additional dan, and informaUon 
to evaluate the past expol'ul'e~ to mercury In Buildings 101 and 102." 

Recommendation: COllsult wil:h your industrial hygienist and provide ATSDR all 
available information concerning mcrcury sampling, hazard evaluat.ions, and medical 
l;UI'VeiJIllllce in Buildings 10] and 102, Also, after gathering and reviewing lhe industrial hygiene 
dala, rcspond to the ~pecific questions and issues raised in this sccllon. 

2 
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4. Page 9, "Comlllunity Health Concerns" 

CalUment: Thi~ section cOlltains concel'l1s the community expressed [0 ATSDR about 
chel'llical contamination at NSWC-JHDIV. Although the responses appear to be accurate. we feel 
that they may be too technical fOl' the avemge citizen (:0 cle,"'I), undel'stand. 

Recommendation: We recommend "he responses be revised 1:0 the 61h to glh grade reading 
level. Acronyms, such as "IRP," need to be explained. Technical jargon, such as "real-time 
monitoring" and "drainage swales," should either be eliminat.ed and J'epJaced by more commonly 
understood terms. OJ' very simply defined. "Envil'onmemal contmninate" and ,othel' t.erms with 
negative connolations should be replaced by nelllrallerl1'lS such as "substance" or "malerials," as 
much as possible. 

5. Page A-2. "Cnlculalion~" 

COlDment:: The t:ex(: stat.es that "For the maximum avera,ge soH Pb (lead) concentnltJon, 
t.he calcuhued potelUial increase in PbB is 23.S ug/dL:" 

Recommendation: The t.er.n maximum a,veJ'age soil lead cOllcelUl'atioll should be 
clarified jn the text. 
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